The object of this study is to present both the pointwise convergence and the rate of convergence of the nonlinear integral operators given by
INTRODUCTION
In [1] , Musielak introduced a new type convergence problem using the nonlinear integral operatorsin the following form ( ) = ∫ − , ( ) , ∈ 〈 , 〉 (1) and by assuming the whose kernel satisfies the generalized Lipschitz condition.
By using this idea, Bardaro et al. ([1] , [3] ) and in [4] , Karsli studied the special cases of equation (1) in some Lebesgue spaces. Also, in [5] , Swiderski and Wachnicki gave the theorems on pointwise aproximation of the operators of equation (1) in the class of integrable and periodic functions. For further informations on nonlinear integral "Mine Menekşe Yılmaz A note on convergence of nonlinear general type two dimensional singular integral operators…" Ω = 〈 , 〉 × 〈 , 〉 or Ω = ℝ and E is a set of positive numbers and is an accumulation point of E.
First, we shall give the basic concepts which are used in this paper. We have created the following definition by taking advantage of the article [11] and [17] . 
POINTWISE CONVERGENCE
Now we shall prove the existence of the integral operators in equation (2) by the Theorem 2.1. Proof.We define a function
Using Fubini's Theorem (see, e.g., [18] ) and conditions (a), (b) and (f) of class we get the following inequalities:
The proof is completed for this case.
"Mine Menekşe Yılmaz A note on convergence of nonlinear general type two dimensional singular integral operators…" Now we assume that Ω = ℝ . Following similar steps, as in the first case, we have
The proof is completed.
We shall show to pointwise convergence of the operator (2) Proof. Suppose that ( , ) ∈ Ω is the −generalized Lebesgue point of function ∈ (Ω) and 0 < − < and 0 < − < for all > 0 satisfying + < , − > ,
For the remaining cases, the proof follows a similar line. From Definition 1.1, for a given > 0 there exists a > 0 such that for all ℎ and satisfying 0 < ℎ, ≤ the inequality:
holds.
By conditions ( ) and ( ) of class , and from equation (3) using the extention ( , ) of ( , ), we get the following inequality: We shall prove → 0 as → . It is enough to show that the integrals , , and tend to zero as → on .
Let us define a new function as such:
